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APPENDIX 8.1D  

LAER/BACT Determination 

Evaluation of Lowest Achievable Emission Rate/Best Available 
Control Technology 
To evaluate BACT for the proposed turbines, the SCAQMD LAER/BACT guideline for 
large gas turbines was reviewed. The relevant LAER/BACT determinations for this analysis 
are shown in Table 8.1D-1. 

TABLE 8.1D-1 
SCAQMD LAER/BACT Guideline For Large Gas Turbines 

Pollutant Achieved in Practice or Contained in SIP Technologically Feasible 

NOx 2 ppmvd, 1 hr avg, excluding startup and 
shutdown. SCR or equal and natural gas fuel.a

2 ppmvd, 1 hr avg, excluding startup and 
shutdown. SCR or equal and natural gas fuel.a

SO2 1. PUC-regulated natural gas or 

2. Non-PUC-regulated gas with no more than 
0.75 g S/100 dscf. 

1. PUC-regulated natural gas or 

2. Non-PUC-regulated gas with no more than 
0.75 g S/100 dscf 

3. LPG 

CO 3.0 ppmv 

Oxidation catalyst and natural gas fuela
3 ppmv 

Oxidation catalyst and natural gas fuel or LPGa

VOC 2.0 ppmv and natural gas fuelb 2.0 ppmv and natural gas fuelb

PM10 Air inlet filter cooler, lube oil vent coalescer and 
natural gas fuel 

Air inlet cooler/filter, lube oil vent coalescer and 
natural gas fuel or LPG 

Ammonia 5 ppmvdb 5 ppmvdb

a The SCAQMD used NOx and CO emissions achieved at the ANP Blackstone Power Plant, located in Massachusetts 
(Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Permit Number 118969). The intent to adopt 2 ppmvd NOx and 
3 ppmvd CO as BACT/LAER levels for Combined Cycle/Cogeneration Gas Turbines was initially noticed on January 16, 
2003. It was subsequently discussed at the SCAQMD’s January 23, 2003 and March 27, 2003 BACT Scientific Review 
Committee (SRC) meetings. While the Blackstone Power Plant does not have duct burners, the Vernon Power Plant is 
being designed with the capability of complying with the 2 ppmvd NOx and 3 ppmvd CO BACT levels. 

b SCAQMD BACT policy (Section D) and the CARB September 1999 Guidance for Power Plant Sitting and Best 
Available Control Technology list 2 ppmvd as the VOC BACT level. In Section D of its BACT Policy Guidelines, the 
SCAQMD lists 5 ppmvd ammonia slip as the BACT level. 

The EPA RACT-BACT-LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC) was also consulted to review recent 
permitting decisions for gas-fired gas turbines. These recent LAER/BACT decisions are 
shown in Attachment 8.1D-A for CO and NOx. With the exception of two projects, all CO 
and NOx emission levels listed are either at or above the project design BACT/LAER levels 
for VPP. IDC Bellingham is shown in the RBLC search as having an emissions limit of 
1.5 ppmv NOx. Per documentation in the SCAQMD BACT Guidelines, the Bellingham 
project was identified by the SCAQMD as cancelled in May 2003 (see Attachment 8.1D-A). 
The CPV Warren Project is listed as having CO emission limits of 1.3 and 1.8 ppmv in the 
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RBLC search. However, as shown in the documentation presented in Attachment 8.1D-B, 
this project is not yet fully permitted and is neither constructed nor operating. Thus, the 
results of the RBLC search are consistent with the project design BACT levels. 

The ARB’s BACT Clearinghouse Database was also reviewed for recent BACT decisions 
regarding large gas turbine projects in California. Relevant LAER/BACT decisions are 
summarized in Table 8.1D-2. NOx levels shown in these determinations range from 5 to 
2.5 ppm.  

Finally, the ARB’s Guidance for Power Plant Sitting and Best Available Control Technology 
was also reviewed. The relevant LAER/BACT levels recommended in the ARB power plant 
guidance document are summarized in Table 8.1D-3.  

The Project proposes to use dry low-NOx combustors with selective catalytic reduction 
technology that will achieve a NOx exhaust concentration of 2 ppmv or less (1-hour average) 
and a CO exhaust concentration of 2 ppmv (3-hour average). The gas turbines will be fueled 
with natural gas to minimize SO2 and PM10 emissions. VOC levels are inherently very low for 
the turbines (i.e., 2 ppmv) and comply with LAER/BACT. The VPP will be exclusively 
natural gas fired (except for the fire pump) and will employ emission controls on the cooling 
tower (0.0005 percent drift eliminators), inlet air conditioning (filtration and moisture 
conditioning), and mist eliminators on lube oil system vents. The SCR systems will also be 
designed to achieve an ammonia slip of 5 ppmv (1-hour average). These pollutant levels will 
achieve emission reductions consistent with the SCAQMD LAER/BACT guideline and the 
ARB BACT guideline for power plants. A more detailed top down analysis for BACT for NOx 
and CO emissions will be included in the Prevention of Significant Determination Permit 
Application being submitted to USEPA Region IX under a separate cover. 

To evaluate BACT for the proposed fire pump engine, the SCAQMD LAER/BACT guideline 
for diesel IC engines driving fire pumps was reviewed. The relevant LAER/BACT 
determinations for this analysis are shown in Table 8.1D-4. 

The emergency diesel fire pump engine will meet the LAER/BACT limits shown in 
Table 8.1D-4 with the use of low sulfur content fuel and low emission engine designs. 

Table 8.1D-5 shows the proposed emission rates for the VPP gas turbines with duct burners. 
These emission rates clearly comply with the SCAQMD’s current LAER/BACT guidance.  
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TABLE 8.1D-2 
Summary of BACT Determinations From ARB BACT Clearinghouse 

Facility/District Permit Number Equipment/Rating NOx Limit/Control Technology 
VOC/HC Limit/Control 

Technology 

Sacramento Cogeneration Authority 

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 

A330-849-98 
A330-850-98 
A330-851-98 

GE LM6000 combined-cycle gas 
turbine with supplemental firing  
(42 MW each) 

5 ppm  
(dry low-NOx combustion and SCR)

Oxidation catalyst  
(10% destruction efficiency) 

Sacramento Power Authority 

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 

A330-852-98 Siemens V84.2 combined-cycle gas 
turbine with supplemental firing 
(103 MW) 

3 ppm  
(water injection and SCR) 

Oxidation catalyst 
(5% destruction efficiency) 

Carson Energy  

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 

A330-854-98 GE LM6000 combined-cycle gas 
turbine with supplemental firing  
(42 MW) 

5 ppm  
(water injection and SCR) 

Oxidation catalyst  
(10% destruction efficiency) 

SEPCO A330-855-98 GE Frame 7EA gas turbine with 
supplemental firing (82 MW) 

5 ppm  
(dry low-NOx combustion and SCR)*

Oxidation catalyst  
(5% destruction efficiency) 

La Paloma Generating Company, LLC S-3412-1 ABB Model GT-24 gas turbine without 
supplemental firing (262 MW each) 

2.5 ppm  
(dry low-NOx combustion and SCR)

 

Sutter Power Plant A330-882-99 Westinghouse 501F gas turbine with 
supplemental firing (250 MW each) 

2.5 ppm  
(dry low-NOx combustion and SCR)

 

Crockett Cogeneration A330-859-98 GE Frame 7FA gas turbine with 
supplemental firing ( 240 MW) 

5 ppm  
(dry low-NOx combustion and SCR)

 

* District indicates that applicant proposed 2.6 ppm to lower offset liability.
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TABLE 8.1D-3 
ARB BACT Guidance for Power Plants 

Pollutant BACT 

NOx 2.5 ppmv @ 15% O2 (1-hour average) 
2.0 ppmv @ 15% O2 (3-hour average) 

SO2 Fuel sulfur limit of 1.0 grains/100 scf 

CO Nonattainment areas: 6 ppmv @ 15% O2 (3-hour average) 
Attainment areas: District discretion 

2 ppmv @ 15% O2 (3-hour average) VOC 

Ammonia 5 ppmv @ 15% O2 (3-hour average) 

Fuel sulfur limit of 1.0 grains/100 scf PM10

 

 

TABLE 8.1D-4 
SCAQMD LAER/BACT Guidance for Emergency Diesel IC Engines (175 - 300 hp) 
BACT Guidelines Section D 

Pollutant Diesel Engines Driving Fire Pumps 

NOx + non-methane hydrocarbons 4.9 g/bhp-hr 

SOx Ultra-Low-sulfur diesel fuel (0.0015% by weight) 

CO 2.6 g/bhp-hr 

VOC See above NOx + non-methane hydrocarbons 

PM10 0.15 g/bhp-hr 

 

 

TABLE 8.1D-5 
VPP Proposed LAER/BACT 

NOx CO VOC PM10 SOx

2 ppmvd @ 15% O2, 
1-hour rolling 
average 

2 ppmvd @ 15% O2, 
3-hour rolling 
average 

2 ppmvd @ 15% O2, 
1-hour rolling 
average 

Primary use of 
natural gas fuel 
limited to 4 ppm 
sulfur* 

Primary use of 
natural gas fuel 
limited to 4 ppm 
sulfura

* Natural gas provided by the Gas Company is limited to 16 ppm in the South Coast by Rule 431.1. Generally, the 
actual sulfur content is 4 ppm (4 ppm corresponds to 0.0038 gr/100 scf).
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  Combustion equipment form date 8/17/2000 

Section II:  Non-AQMD LAER/BACT Determinations 
Application No.:  ASPIDC 

Equipment Category – Gas Turbine 
 

1. GENERAL INFORMATION  DATE:   5/16/2003 
A. MANUFACTURER:   GE 
B. TYPE:   Combined Cycle C. MODEL:   7FA 
D. STYLE:         
E. APPLICABLE AQMD REGULATION XI RULES:         
F. COST:   $       (2000) SOURCE OF COST DATA:     
G. OPERATING SCHEDULE: 24  HRS/DAY 7  DAYS/WK 52  WKS/YR 

 

2. EQUIPMENT INFORMATION  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 

A. FUNCTION:   Power Generation (one of two identical gas turbine/HRSG units sharing common 
steam turbine). No duct burners. Capacity per gas turbine: 170 MW. Capacity of steam 
turbine: 185 MW. 

B. MAXIMUM HEAT INPUT:   4,064 MMBtu/hr HHV 
max. (0 deg F), 3,760 MMBtu/hr avg. (50 
deg F) 

C. MAXIMUM THROUGHPUT:         

D. BURNER INFORMATION: NO.:         TYPE:   Dry low-NOx burners. 
E. PRIMARY FUEL:   Natural Gas F. OTHER FUEL:         
G. OPERATING CONDITIONS:   Steady, at or near max. load. 

 

3. COMPANY INFORMATION  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 

A. NAME:   IDC Bellingham, LLC B. SIC CODE:        
C. ADDRESS:   C/o FPL Energy LLC, 700 Universe Blvd., P.O. Box 14000 

CITY:   Juno Beach STATE:   FL ZIP:   33408 
D. CONTACT PERSON:   David C. Shadle E. PHONE NO.:         

 

4. PERMIT INFORMATION  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 

A. AGENCY:   Massachusetts Dept. of 
Environmental Protection 

B. APPLICATION TYPE:   new construction 

C. AGENCY CONTACT PERSON:   Gary Roscoe D. PHONE NO.:   508-792-7650 
E. PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT/OPERATE INFORMATION: P/C NO.:   ASPIDC ISSUANCE DATE:   9/11/2000
   CHECK IF NO P/C P/O NO.:         ISSUANCE DATE:           
F. START-UP DATE: Project Cancelled 
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  Combustion equipment form date 8/17/2000 

5. EMISSION INFORMATION  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 

A. PERMIT 
A1. PERMIT LIMIT:   ppmvd@15%O2 (1-hr avg.): NOx 1.5 (can be up to 2.0 up for to 10% of 

operation, based on 12-mo. rolling avg.), CO 2.0, VOC, 1.0, NH3 2.0 (can be up to 5.0 for 
up to 10% of operation, based on 12-mo. rolling avg.); Lb/MMBtu: PM .008, SO2 .002. 

A2. BACT/LAER DETERMINATION:   The limits on NOx, CO, VOC and NH3 are as stringent or more 
stringent than prior existing SCAQMD BACT for this source category. 

A3. BASIS OF THE BACT/LAER DETERMINATION:  These limits were negotiated with the applicant and are 
presumably based on vendor guarantees. 

B. CONTROL TECHNOLOGY 
B1. MANUFACTURER/SUPPLIER:         

B2. TYPE:   SCR System plus Oxidation Catalyst 

B3. DESCRIPTION:          

B4. CONTROL EQUIPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION DATA: P/C NO.:   ASPIDC ISSUANCE DATE:   9/11/2000 
  P/O NO.:         ISSUANCE DATE:         
B5. WASTE AIR FLOW TO CONTROL EQUIPMENT: FLOW RATE:         

ACTUAL CONTAMINANT LOADING:         BLOWER HP:           
B6. WARRANTY:         

B7. PRIMARY POLLUTANTS:   NOx, CO, VOC, PM, SOx 

B8. SECONDARY POLLUTANTS:   NH3 

B9. SPACE REQUIREMENT:         

B10. LIMITATIONS:         B11. UNUSED 

B12. OPERATING HISTORY:         

B13. UNUSED B14. UNUSED 

C. CONTROL EQUIPMENT COSTS 
C1. CAPITAL COST:  CHECK IF INSTALLATION COST IS INCLUDED IN EQUIPMENT COST 

EQUIPMENT:   $      INSTALLATION:   $       (2000) SOURCE OF COST DATA:     
C2. ANNUAL OPERATING COST:    $       (2000) SOURCE OF COST DATA:     

D. DEMONSTRATION OF COMPLIANCE 
D1. STAFF PERMFORMING FIELD EVALUATION: 

ENGINEER'S NAME:         INSPECTOR'S NAME:         DATE:         

D2. COMPLIANCE DEMONSTRATION:   CEMS for NOx, CO and NH3. Annual source test for NOx, CO, 
VOC, PM and NH3. 

D3. VARIANCE: NO. OF VARIANCES:         DATES:         
CAUSES:         

D4. VIOLATION: NO. OF VIOLATIONS:         DATES:         
CAUSES:         

D5. MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS:   Periodic catalyst replacement/refurbishment. Ammonia 
storage, handling, injection system maintenance. 

D6. UNUSED 
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  Combustion equipment form date 8/17/2000 

5. EMISSION INFORMATION  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 

D7. SOURCE TEST/PERFORMANCE DATA RESULTS AND ANALYSIS: 
DATE OF SOURCE TEST:   Within 180 days after startup CAPTURE EFFICIENCY:         
DESTRUCTION EFFICIENCY:         OVERALL EFFICEINCY:         
SOURCE TEST/PERFORMANCE DATA: 

 OPERATING CONDITIONS:         
 TEST METHODS:         

 

6. COMMENTS  APP. NO.:   ASPIDC 
The upper limit on NH3, that is allowed for up to 10% of operation, which is initially to be 5.0 
ppm, may be reduced to as low as 2.0 ppm depending on the results of a 3-year ammonia 
emissions monitoring and study program to commence within 180 days following startup. It 
should be noted that the permit emission limits were never verified by performance data.  
AQMD learned in May 2003 that the project had been cancelled. 
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CPV-Warren ready to power up  
by Roger Bianchini  

The long-sought-after state air emissions permit that would allow Competitive Power Ventures to proceed 
with its plan to build a gas-fired electric generating facility in Warren County's 522 North Industrial 
Corridor may finally be imminent. 

And while that has been a standing estimate made by CPV-Warren Project Director Tom E. Eiden since 
the March 10 end of the final public review process held by the Virginia Department of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ), it may be closer to realization now. 

Eiden said he was very pleased with Tuesday's events in Richmond at a State Air Pollution Control Board 
meeting. The Board voted 4-1 to direct DEQ to make the final determination on the PSD (Prevention of 
Significant Deterioration) air permit, recommending one change that would add enforcement guarantees 
on NOx offsets to the permit.  

Eiden and County Administrator Doug Stanley both pointed out that NOx offsets were included as part of 
the county's conditional use permit for the plant. 

"Absolutely, I'm very pleased with what happened today," Eiden said following the meeting.  

He explained that one "no" vote was actually made by a supporter of the air permit as written. "She had 
made it clear all day she supported us and actually was voting against the change to the permit. It is sort 
of precedent setting putting the enforcement responsibility on DEQ and we have deferred to them on that 
aspect of the permit," Eiden said.  

Eiden estimated the permit would be issued by DEQ within 30 days. 
Once the enabling air permit is issued, Eiden held to estimates of approximately nine months to put the 
financing package together before site work begins followed by 18 to 24 months of construction before 
the facility is completed. 

The Air Control Board noted that Virginia put a regulating cap on NOx emissions from electrical 
generating units in May. That cap reduced such emission statewide by approximately 33,000 tons per 
control period (May 1 to Sept. 30) to a maximum level of 17,091 tons. Noxious Oxide emissions have 
been determined to adversely affect the earth's ozone layer. 

"Assurances that CPV-WC will be required to participate in the [offset] program should also help address 
the concern for additional air quality deterioration resulting from [the plant] within the Shenandoah 
National Park," wrote the Air Control Board. 

While most who spoke against approval of the plant during a February DEQ public hearing lauded the 
company for its efforts to make CPV-Warren one of the cleanest plants operationally in the country, its 
proximity to Shenandoah National Park, cited as one of the country's most polluted national parks 
already, was stated as too big an environmental risk. 

Eiden said his one disappointment Tuesday was that representatives of environmental groups, including 
the Sierra Club and the Southern Environmental Law Council, failed to grasp his contention that the NOx 
offsets at CPV would actually lead to an improvement of the regional air quality. He said Tuesday that 
CPV-Warren is now the cleanest power plant proposal ever made in the U.S. 
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Warren County Board of Supervisors Chairman Tony Carter addressed the issues of CPV's proximity to 
the park and NOx offsets at Tuesday's meeting. 

"Due to our proximity to the Shenandoah National Park and the importance of the park to our community, 
the potential impact of the facility was weighed carefully. The Board understands the impact on 
Shenandoah National Park and the residents of our community and has required 115% of NOx offsets 
that directly benefit our airshed to mitigate that impact.  

"Despite concerns that have been raised about the ability of Warren County to implement this and other 
conditions, rest assured that it is our intent to enforce the conditions as approved with the conditional use 
permit for the proposed facility. We commend CPV for their proactive environmental approach to the 
project.  

"As time has shown, the claims of a proliferation of power plants and their resulting emissions across the 
state as originally feared in 2001 has proved unfounded.  The site in question is an appropriate one to 
serve the electric generation needs of Warren County, the Shenandoah Valley and the Commonwealth of 
Virginia." 

County Administrator Doug Stanley told the Air Control Board that local land use decisions must be left 
in the hands of localities but added that the county had carefully scrutinized environmental issues as part 
of its approval process. 

Stanley noted that the estimated $1.9 million in annual tax revenue the plant would give the county was 
crucial to the community's economic future. He also noted that the proposed CPV location rested in the 
county's industrial corridor in a community with limited land-use choices. 

"The difficulty for jurisdictions like ours, where over 15% of the land in the County is dedicated to 
Federal and State parks, and where you have significant floodplain, steep slopes and other environmental 
constraints is that there is little land left for commercial and industrial development that is needed to 
provide a balanced tax base. It is essential that localities be allowed to continue to control their destiny 
through local land use control and to be able to approve projects that meet applicable federal and state 
environmental laws. 

"I believe it would be a unique situation if DEQ and the National Park Service were to begin dictating 
what land uses were appropriate or inappropriate for the localities which abut or impact the park.  

"The Competitive Power Ventures project is important to Warren County because it will provide a local 
source of electric power generation and it will be a tremendous economic benefit to the County. But 
believe me, the leadership, both staff and elected officials, did not sacrifice the protection of the 
environment for tax dollars. The CPV application received unanimous approval from the County 
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors only after an exhaustive review by staff and a third party 
consultant hired by the County.  

"Final approval by the County is contingent on six pages of conditions approved by the Board and 
accepted by CPV." 
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The Warren Sentinel  

Article date: June 23, 2005  

 EDA reviews ups and down of Royal 
Phoenix/Avtex  

CPV remains optimistic, seeks contract extension  

By: Roger Bianchini  

The reclamation and transformation of the 467-acre Royal Phoenix\Avtex site was 
discussed at the most recent meeting of the Front Royal-Warren County Economic 
Development Authority.  

EDA Executive Director Paul Carroll described what he called “positive movement” 
in site marketing and road plans, as well as in scheduled meetings with potential 
investors in the 160-acre park.  

That park is currently envisioned to host a combination of service and tourism-
related businesses, as well as a center for innovative business technologies.  

Among potential uses being considered are a hotel./conference center, a Virginia 
Wine, Arts and Crafts Center, and a culinary institute.  Carroll has described the 
park’s other projected focus – innovative business technologies – as benefitting from 
the site’s proximity to Dulles International Airport and from the increasing attention of 
international business on the Washington D.C. Metropolitan areas.  

Carroll said discussions with Taiwanese economic development officials seeking a 
location for an east coast business incubator have been initiated .  Those 
discussions, he said, will take on a more substantial tone once an investment 
developer becomes committed to the site.  

The marketing plan for the site, being developed by the New York-based North 
American Realty Advisory Services, is moving about two months ahead of schedule, 
Carroll reported last month.  

Carroll also acknowledged the cooperation of the federally mandated cleanup 
partner and lone surviving former site owner FMC Corporation in conducting site 
tours for potential business park clients.  

FMC Site Manager John Torrence, in his monthly review of cleanup work at the site, 
said work included the processing of 3.41 inches of May rains through the site’s 
wastewater treatment plant.  
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Responding to a question from EDA board member Patty Wines, Torrence reported 
that all the trees planted in the southern most portion of the former basin area have 
died.  

The trees, planted during a well publicized event that involved community school 
children, were part of the first step in reclaiming a portion of what will be a 240-acre 
Conservancy Park along the Shenandoah River.  

Torrence theorized that the planting may have failed because it occurred prior to the 
end of a lengthy drought that affected the region several years ago.  

Torrence said the lack of water combined with a beating sun on the clay-rich soil had 
effectively baked the young saplings.  As a result, he said FMC is rethinking both the 
type of indigenous trees and spacing that will be used when the area is replanted.  

Torrence also reported that both U.S. Army Corps of Engineers project manager Al 
Opstal and the Environmental Protection Agency’s Bonnie Gross visited the site the 
previous week to view work on the final phase of decontamination of the massive 
power plant building.  

Torrence said officials are determining whether additional personnel will be required 
to complete the work in time for the announced Sept. 19 implosion of the building  – 
the last major structure standing on the site – by the Army Corps of Engineers.  

“Time is not on our side,” Torrence said. However, he added that FMC is proceeding 
optimistically to see that the building’s four sections – the bag house, boiler house, 
powerhouse and compressor room – are clear of environmental contaminants prior 
to implosion day.  

Earlier in Friday’s meeting County Administrator Doug Stanley told the EDA the first 
four soccer fields of a planned seven-field complex on 33 acres at the site’s 
southeast corner off Kerfoot Road at West Main Street, are scheduled to be ready 
for play next spring.  

CPV optimistic  

The board also heard that Competitive Power Ventures remains optimistic about the 
potential of obtaining contracts on power distribution and investors that will move the 
CPV-Warren gas-fired electrical generating facility project forward.  

Local government is anticipating nearly $2 million in projected annual commercial tax 
revenue from CPV.  

CPV’s current emissions permits with the state will expire on October 2007, and 
CPV has estimated an approximate 18 to 24 month construction window.  If the plant 
is not under construction by October 2007, CPV will have to resubmit to the complex 
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and lengthy state emissions permit approval process.  

“We are fairly confident we’ll be able to begin construction by then,” Project Manager 
Peter Pawlowski told the board.  

Pawlowski appeared to give the EDA an update and to seek an extension of CPV’s 
option on the four acre parcel in the Kelly Industrial Park upon which the plant will be 
built.  

Pawlowski told the board Dominion Power’s move into the PJM (Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey- Maryland) regional marketing group was a key step in allowing CPV-Warren 
to move forward in acquiring a distribution contract.  

Dominion is the largest supplier of power in Virginia.  

Following a closed session, the board authorized the EDA staff to move on 
renegotiation of the CPV contract.  CPV has received four extensions on its original 
contract, entered into with the EDA on Sept. 21, 2001.  CPV paid a $5,000 deposit 
upon signing the original $125,000 contract.  

The first nine-month extension, signed on Dec.31, 2002, included a renegotiated 
price of $142,500, and the EDA received another $5,000 deposit at that time.  

The ensuing three extensions totaling 2-1/2 years included no further price increases 
or deposits.  Average prices on industrial property in the U.S. 340/522 North 
Industrial corridor is now around $60,000 an acre, staff members noted last week.  

New Officers  

Also last week the EDA Board elected officers for the coming year.  Elected by 4-0 
margins (with Rick Novak absent) were Chairman John LaBarca; Vice Chairman 
Mike South; Treasurer Billy Biggs; and Secretary Patty Wines.  

BACK 
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